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Attached, please find the EFGWB review of...

Metolachior
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1. CHEMICAIL:

Chemical name: 2-Chloro—N—(g—ethyl—s-methylphenyl)—N-(2-
methoxy‘1~methy1ethyl)acetamlde o

Common name: Metolachlor
Trade names: - Dual and Medal
Structure:

2. TEST MATERIAL:

Metolachlor
3. STUDY/ACTION TYPE

Review of quarterly report for metolachlor small-scale
brospective monitoring study

4. STUDY IDENTIFICATION:
Title: A Small-Scale Prospective Ground Water Monitoring Study

for Metolachlor (Dual) at a Worst-Case Vulnerable Site
1n the Southeastern United States. Progress Report #2.

By: Christogher Stone
Susan Alexander
Stone Environmental, Inc.

For: CIBA-GEIGY Corporation
- P.0O. Box 18200
Greensboro, NC 27419

Identifying No.: 108801
DP Barcode: D222992
Date Sent to EFED: 2/14/96

5. REVIEWED BY:

Kevin Costello, Geo
OPP/EFED/EFGW Grou
Signature:
Date:

Technology Section

6. APPROVED RY:
Elizabeth Behl, Section Chief

OPP/EFED/EFGWBég oundiﬁgéiziﬁection
A AN

Sigpature:
Date: _'bg&'}—: i L
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7. CONCLUS IONS:

This quarterly report ig acceptable. ag Iequested in the review
of the first guarterly report, CIBA performed Lc/ms analyses for
metolachlor ang degradates when bromide levels were detected
above the background Jeve] of 200 ppb. Prev1ouslg CIBA intendeg
to analgze for metolachlor and degradates when the bromide was
at 1.0 ppm or greater, :

concentrations of 0.18, 14 an : i
he tracer nor metolachlor hag Yet been detected in ground water.

as 12% of apglied metolachlor. Until such time that CIBA
determines . = .
Current ELISA method, it should be analyzed using the "mild-
extraction" LC/MS CIBA used to ldentify” the degradate. The ,
results of the analyses from sampllng events 8 through 10 give
Some indication that the ELISA method will not be suCcessful in
detectlng metolachlor ESaA’ Although degradate CGA-51202 wasg
resent at levels as great as 19 pr (by LC/MS), the ELISA method
1d not detect any metolachlor-re ated analytes.

8. RECOMMENDATIONS:

Following the recent discovery of the metolachlor Esa metabolite,
Monsanto should add thig de radate to its suite cof analyteg,
starting with the next scheduled sampling event .




